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Phiiipp II August von Frankreich bis zum Tode seines Vatert, 1165-
1180. Inaugural-Dissertation. Von ALEXANDER CABTELLIEBI. (Berlin:
Mayer & Muller. 1891.)

Forschungen zur PoHtik Kaisers Heinrich VI in den Jahren 1191-
1194. Von Dr. HEBHANN BLOCH. (Berlin: B. Behr's Verlag (E. Bock).
1892.)

Grilnde der Gefangenschaft Bichards I von England, nebst Anmerkun-
gen zu einigen tnglischen QuelUnschriften des Mittclalters. Inaugural-
Dissertation. Von AEMIL R. KINDT. (Halle: Gebauer-Schwetschke'-
Bche Buchdruckerei 1892.) ,

THESE three learned pamphlets all deal with the same period, and all seem
to owe their main inspiration to Professor Scheffer-Boichorst of Berlin.
The least substantial of the three is that of Mr. Cartellieri. As Philip
Augustus became king of France when a boy of fifteen, his history before his
accession is a somewhat limited subject. But the writer still further narrows
his ground by cutting his story short when his hero is only twelve, and re-
ferring us for the rest of Philip's early history to a forthcoming article in the
Revue Historique. It hardly seems necessary to make two bites at so small
a cherry. The substance of the present dissertation is included in some
twenty-five pages, and, as the sources are naturally very scrappy and frag-
mentary, it has little continuity and unity. Apart from this, the work is
not at all badly done. The writer knows his authorities, makes some new
points, and tells some parts of his story with more spirit than we always
get in writings of this sort. For example, we may refer to the account of
the rejoicings that followed the birth of the long-desired heir to the French
monarchy. Perhaps some credit for this is due to the lively character of
OiralduB Cambrenais'B narrative, which is here followed. It is, however,
curious to call Giraldus a n ' Englishman,' and still more inapposite to
describe him as a ' predecessor of MachiavelhV The ' Earl William of
Mandeville,' spoken of in 1177, would be more accurately described as earl
of Essex. There are one or two useful corrections of Pauli's ' Geschichte
von England,' and some careful genealogical tables, which bitter, however,
ore hardly quite complete.

Dr. Bloch's pamphlet of a hundred pages is a much more solid and ma-
tare work. His object is to criticise some portions of Toeche's' Kaiser Hein-
rich VT,' published in 1867. Dr. Bloch accepts Toeche's general view as
to the character and policy of the Emperor Henry. He agrees that he was
on able and strenuous statesman, and, as Toeche says, the clearest expres-
sion of the ideal of the German middle ages. But Dr. Bloch thinks that
Toeche has misconceived the importance and bearing of the first years of
Henry's rule. Toeche, he maintains, has made Henry a much worse man
and a much poorer statesman than he really was. Like an ungrateful
pupil, Dr. Bloch turns the weapons placed in his hands by his master
against the master bimtmlf. But it is only to justify more abundantly the
master's general conception of the character and policy of their common
hero.

Toeche accused Henry VI of undertaking far more than he could ever
hope to accomplish. He maintained that, undeterred by his disaster
before Naples in 1191, he aimed at the subjection of Milan and the destruc-
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tion of the Guelfic house while carrying on at the same time his war against
Tancred of Sicily. Henry thus fell into Buch difficulties that nothing but
the good luck which brought Richard of England into his hands enabled
him to get over his troubles. Dr. Bloch, in a very careful survey of Henry's
policy between his Italian expeditions of 1191 and 1194, shows that this view
is erroneous. Far from aiming at the destruction of Milan, Henry showed
a scrupulous respect for the liberties granted by his father to the Lombards.
The local rivalries of Milan and Cremona lay at the bottom of the Lombard
disturbances. Henry only joined Cremona and her allies because he saw
in them his firmest support against the pope and the Normans. He really
wished for peace in the North in order to carry out his plans in the South.
In the same way Henry strove earnestly to keep on friendly terms with
Henry the Lion, and only yielded to the importunity of his nobles when he
ultimately declared against the Guelfic house. The murder of the claimant
to the bishopric of Lidge cannot be justly set down to Henry's discredit.
There was no conspiracy of Saxon nobles at all in 1192. But the rising of
the nobles of the Lower Rhine in 1198 was a formidable danger to Henry.
By this time, however, he had got possession of Richard of England. He
cleverly used Richard's influence over the Rhinelanders and Guelfs alike
to bring about the restoration of peace. Hi> main objects in treating with
Richard were political. The final treaty was very creditable to both par-
ties, and secured for Henry both peace in Germany and the supplies of
ready money which were necessary for his campaign of 1194. Far more
clearly and precisely than Toeche, Dr. Bloch brings out the political ne-
cessities which determined Henry's dealings with Richard. He has added
four valuable ' Beilagen,' of which the fourth, which deals with the sur-
render and re-grant of the English monarchy to Richard, will be read with
most interest in this country. In it he shows clearly, as against Toeche,
that Henry conferred England as a fief on Richard at the diet of Mainz in
February 1194.

The third pamphlet treats in more detail of subjects also investigated
by Dr. Bloch. It is a very careful piece of work, with more thought and
learning than are always to be found in degree dissertations. l ike Dr.
Bloch, Mr. Kindt wages war against Toeche, and still more against
Lohmeyr, who saw in Henry's action against Richard little more than
pure brigandage. But though Toeche deserves credit for bringing out the
political aspects of Richard's captivity, he does not, we are told, go far
enough. According to Mr. Kindt, the capture of Richard was purely the
work of the lords of Gorz and Austria. He does not believe that Henry
ever issued an edict ordering his captivity in case he passed through the
empire. Engelbert of Gorz sought to take the disguised king a prisoner
because he regarded him as the murderer of his uncle, Conrad of Montferrat.
Leopold of Austria finally captured Richard because of his private injuries
and the wrongs of the emperor Isaac of Cyprus, his Irinamnn. Henry only
came in when he was appealed to as lord of the world to try certain definite
charges brought against Richard. With his high imperiaUstio pretensions
Henry had no other course open to him. But after the transference of
Richard to the emperor's hands, the conditions of his release gradually
change. We hear no more of Cyprus, and much more of Tancred of
Sicily. Richard's refusal to surrender his kingdom was the cause of his
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prolonged detention. Henry never seriously thought of playing into the
hands of Philip Augustus and John by accepting their bribes to keep
Richard in prison. But he used their offers to frighten Richard into
accepting his terms. Finally, Henry cleverly employed his triumph to
make a close alliance with Richard against France. The grant of the
kingdom of Aries to Richard, though never leading to any definite results,
assumes in this way some sort of importance.1 All these points are brought
out clearly, and with great knowledge of the authorities. If some of them
suggest a slight tendency to over-subtlety, they certainly make Henry's
action more intelligible than the more old-fashioned views. But for all
that, the ransom must still have remained a very solid argument to the
necessitous emperor. In the latter part of his treatise the writer works
out a line of criticism, in some ways suggested by Mr. Howlett in his
edition of William of Newburgh. Hoveden and Newburgh did not borrow
from each other, but took their story from some common source which
has not come down to us. T. F. TOUT.

Cangrande I. della Scala (1201-1820). Von HANS SPANGENBEBO.
(Berlin: Gaertner 1892.)

THIS painstaking, careful, and scholarly work forms a most valuable
contribution to our knowledge of political and military history in north-
eastern Italy during the thirty years which it professes to cover. In
its sobriety of exposition and its minuteness of detail, the book may
possibly be deemed dry, but it is undoubtedly sound, and, like wine of
that description, it inspires confidence. By a conscientious use of autho-
rities and an abstinence from coloured writing, we obtain a view of these
thirty years more luminous and more convincing than any which a
moie imaginative handling could have given us.

Herr Spangenberg's volume deals, ostensibly, with the life of Can-
Grande I. della Scala, down to the year 1820 ; but in reality it constitutes
a history of the north-eastern Italian communes within the period pro-
posed. We learn how Cangrande acquired for himself the leadership
of the Ghibelline party, and, incidentally, the display of his progress
introduces us to all the complicated intrigues, the sliifting policy, the
dreadful sufferings of Padua, Vicenza, Treviso, Monselice, Montagnana,
Mantua, Cremona, Brescia, the whole district embraced by the Scala
influence, with side-lights on the attitude of Bologna, Genoa, Milan, and
Venice.

The first three—Bologna, Genoa, Milan—were deeply implicated in
the endless feud between the party of the Church and the party of the
Empire, between Guelph and Ghibelline, between the feudal spirit, which
a foreign dominion was attempting to impose upon Italy, and the
inherent desire for independence which had always animated the Italian
communes. But Venice was hardly, as yet, an Italian power; her
interests were still directed eastward to the Levant, and to her commerce
there; she had not, as yet, embarked upon her career of land empire,
and' so we find that the Republic, though she could not be absolutely
indifferent to what was taking place so close to her borders, played a
mediatory and pacific, not an aggressive part in these combinations
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